According to CULLMANN, Matthew's addition of the phrase "the Son of God" to Peter's confession betrays a conflation of two Petrine confessions: "Thou art the Christ" (as in Mark) and "Thou art the Son of God." 4) It was the confession of Jesus as Son of God which brought the honorific title "Peter."
However, "Son of God" may be a targumic expansion by Matthew, similar to Luke's version, "the Christ of God" (ix 20). Or, since Luke's version also has the 1) CULLMANN'S presupposition is that the oral gospel tradition contained "only single units, without any chronological or geographical connections between them," so that arrangement was almost entirely the work of the evangelists (p. 181), a presupposition not entirely shared by this writer. It would be passing strange if memory of Jesus' ministry did not include some recollection of the settings of His words and deeds. Matthew's penchant for topical arrangement certainly opens the possibility that Matthew has displaced vv. 17-19, but does not by any means prove so.
2) Pp. 190 f.; in N.T. Essays, 101.
3) In N.T. Essays, 101-103. 4) Pp. 177, 188; in N.T. Essays, 98 f.
